Randolph Hearst and to analyze the influence he was able to exert over American foreign policy through his own personal connections and those of his periodicals. This also includes an analysis between Hearst and Roosevelt, and noting the varying levels of influence between the two. This thesis will demonstrate that William Randolph Hearst is a prominent figure of 20 th century history, but was overshadowed by Roosevelt. Hearst while powerful was always putting his power into ventures that would backfire politically. When his papers declined, his influence over politics plummeted instantly.
Introduction
William Randolph Hearst, was well known throughout the world, and many both feared and envied his power to influence America's opinion on its foreign policy. He commanded a variety of media forms in his journalistic empire and exercised an iron fist over the editorial policy at all of his papers. The leaders of both the Axis and Allied
Powers quailed under the power that Hearst's words had over America. Hearst is probably best known today through Orson Welles' famous quasi-biographical movie of
Hearst "Citizen Kane" or for Hearst's role in the Spanish American War, in which the explosion of the U.S.S. Maine, was turned into a media spectacle, and galvanized public opinion for a war with Cuba. These events are well known, and accounted for in basic American history texts, and they explain Hearst's rise to power in the 1890s, and his impact on the foreign policy of that day 1 . However what is less well known is his influence later on, specifically during the inter-war period of the presidencies of Calvin Despite Hearst's large influence, through the mass publication of his own editorials, radio addresses and the tremendous power his media empire had over the American public, his influence in America's foreign policy is largely overlooked. Hearst, however, exerted tremendous influence and had little tolerance for the games of Washington politicians, and he often blindsided politicians with scathing articles or unexpected endorsements.
One of the most prominent examples was in 1932 when John Nance Garner, former
Speaker of the House, was running against Franklin D. Roosevelt for the Democratic 2 Technically, editors of the various papers had the final say in whether or not to publish Hearst's editorials, but few took this opportunity.
presidential nomination. Hearst supported Garner over Roosevelt for one simple reason:
Garner wanted to stay out of the League and had a more conservative ideology regarding foreign policy. Hearst, who had recently switched parties following the failure of Hoover, used his influence in the hope that his own view of America's foreign policy would be followed by the next President, whoever that may be. In the end Hearst reached a compromise with Roosevelt so as to not deadlock the convention, and he had the power to instruct the Californian delegates to support Roosevelt at the Democratic National Convention. Hearst is an overlooked figure in the area of America's inter-war foreign policy; Hearst's influence, specifically through his newspapers, gave him considerable power that politicians both cursed and lusted after. Hearst used his papers to sway public opinion and frequently used his papers as a stage to present his views on America's role in the world. Hearst is an often ignored public figure, but despite being a private citizen and having no official power over either Congress or the President, he was able to manipulate both to suit his desire for an America that remained apart of foreign entanglements, as he believed the founding fathers wished for their new republic.
Hearst's notions were rapidly becoming outdated in a world ill-suited to match his ideology. Hearst was the last of 19 th century newspaper men like Greeley, but Hearst's influence was very much limited by his circulation numbers. He only wielded power when people listened to him or his papers. Once the Great Depression started, Hearst's Corporation fell into decline, and the policy agenda of Franklin D. Roosevelt doomed Hearst's media conglomerate to end its editorial directives, which Hearst used to enforce his influence on both domestic and foreign agendas, a setback that Hearst never recovered from in his lifetime.
The Historiography of Hearst
There is a surprisingly sparse historiography on Hearst for a major figure of , 1874-1951 (bulk 1927-1947 Hearst on his trips, and brought along many of her Hollywood friends, (On Hearst's fortune of course), which created a sensation wherever they visited.
During his trip in 1934, Hearst's trip through Europe was followed closely by journalist, almost causing a sensation wherever he went. This pattern of behavior was not uncommon, especially since in 1932 Hearst and his party were expelled from France, following an international incident caused by one of Hearst's papers publishing a French treaty that was at the time secret. Hearst's press conference shortly before his exile from 
Hearst's Politics and Foreign Policy Agenda
Publisher Hearst held views on politics and international relations that he endlessly promoted with enthusiasm and passion through the papers and other forms of media he controlled through the 1920s and 1930s. To understand his influence, one must first understand the policies he so passionately promoted, in particular the rise of the political ideologies of communism and fascism.
A particularly direct statement of his beliefs appeared in the Hearst press in 1934, possibly in response to his meeting with Hitler. In an editorial that ran throughout his papers, titled "William Randolph Hearst on Fascism and Communism," Hearst asserted his opinion that communism was a philosophy of violence and terrorism and that the way 'communist' ideology was described in American schools failed to identify the reality of the communist threat to the United States and the world. The editorial described the disparity between the theoretical basis of communism as taught in American universities and the reality of Soviet communism. The reality was a nightmare of suppressing dissidents, ending any semblance of free expression, capricious executions, and brutal totalitarian regimes that denied basic freedoms. He also objected to communism on the grounds that the philosophy of Marx and Engels was in direct opposition to the philosophy of democracy and liberty that were laid down by the Founding Fathers of the United States, which Hearst valued more than any other political philosophy.
Hearst considered fascism to be only a secondary threat compared to the threat of communism, and believed that fascism was only the extreme response that was generated by communism. Furthermore, there would be no fascist states if there were no communist states. Hearst issued a memorandum to all editors regarding his campaign against communism, stating that throughout the papers all articles should reflect this view. If the backlash generated in academia is any indication across the entire country, then his editors did follow such a directive, despite the fact that they were not required to do so 20 .
Much of Hearst's editorial rhetoric was directed against what he saw as dangerous communist tendencies in academia in the United States. His goal was to draw attention to communism being taught in a positive light at some of America's colleges, claiming that many professors were merely theorists, and did not understand the actual practices of a communist government. Hearst insisted that the violent nature of communist regimes kept a country primitive and impoverished, constantly identifying the Soviet Union as the example.
The editorial spent little time discussing Fascism itself. Hearst considered the two similar enough, and were merely forms of foreign despotism, and that a distinction was not needed, but maintained that Fascism was compelled by Communism. Hearst remarked in his editorial that "Let us be alert to the dire menace of Communism which, as Lenin defines it, is 'nothing else that power based upon force and limited by nothingby no kind of law, and by absolutely no rule.' And let us realize that there is no danger of Fascism as long as there is NO DANGER OF COMMUNISM."
21
In addressing the public the stance Hearst took was that of a patriotic American dedicated to guide national public opinion in the direction that would best serve the 20 Manual for Newspapers. William Randolph Hearst Papers, 1874-1951 (bulk 1927-1947 If it means that America should be able to defend itself, and will defend itself, against any liberties by England or Germany or France or Italy or Japan, or any aggressive, militaristic nation whatsoever, then secretary Hull is right, and the people of America are behind him to a man.
But if Secretary Hull is merely parroting foreign propaganda, and if he means that America should takes sides in purely selfish conflicts between one form of imperialism and another -both equally repugnant to American ideals of liberty and democracy -then Secretary Hull's speech does not properly reflect the interest or intent of the American people… …By all means let America arm invincibly for defense, but with proper provision that its armament be used ONLY for defense and for the preservation of American rights and liberties and institutions -NOT for the promotion of alien principles and the perpetuation of alien despotisms and imperialisms. At the core of Hearst's belief was that that in foreign policy the essential guidelines outlined by the "Founding Fathers" in the eighteenth century remained the foundation of the country's relationship with the rest of the world. However his beliefs in 22 What is American Foreign Policy? Radio Address transcript from February 18, 1939 . William Randolph Hearst Papers, 1874 -1951 (bulk 1927 -1947 It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with any portion of the foreign world; so far, I mean, as we are now at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs, that honesty is always the best policy. I repeat it, therefore, let those engagements be observed in their genuine sense. But, in my opinion, it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend them. Interestingly, Hearst public reaction was radically different from his reaction in private.
In public he laughed off the incident, as humorous, saying that it was no great loss that he was expelled from the country but took the opportunity to insult France from his pulpit, lacing his response with sarcasm.
I have no complaint to make. The officials were extremely polite. They said I was an enemy of France and a danger in their midst. They made me feel quite important. They said I could stay in France a little while longer if I desired, that they would take a chance on nothing disastrous happening to the republic. But I told them that I did not want to take the responsibility of endangering the great French nation; that America had saved it once during the war, and I would save it again by leaving. … It was a little foolish but extremely French.
27
He closed his remarks with a scathing attack on France's treatment of Germany, and the many foreign debts that France pays the United States, because of the Versailles conditions gives France reparations from Germany. He presented the public image that it was a joke, but in private he was furious over this treatment. 28 He never travelled to
France again, only flying over the country on any subsequent trip.
In fact his trip to Europe in 1934, the one that led to his meeting with Adolf In my opinion, the universal establishment of peace must be attained through successive steps; and to my mind the first step is the establishment of an understandin between the English-speaking nations of the world… I maintain however that it is not necessary or advisable for either the United States or the British Empire to occupy an inferior place, but that absolute equality, plus absolute sincerity, is the only practical basis on which such a compact can be effectively operated. 
Hearst and Roosevelt over the World Court
In the 1930s, there was one proposal which was so diametrically opposed to Hearst and Roosevelt's relationship at this point was a tense one and this was going to be when Roosevelt and Hearst finally clashed in the realm of America's foreign policy.
Roosevelt had had one of the most productive first terms of any president because of his first hundred days and the New Deal and was almost assured re-election, he had a rare popularity among the American Presidents and was able to push through any sort of 39 Oglethorpe Commencement Address. William Randolph Hearst Papers, 1874-1951 (bulk 1927-1947 This issue was not a new one for Hearst, he had standing orders to all of his newspapers and periodicals to push the issue of court admission to the fore of all possible political races, and of course smearing candidates that supported it. Hearst had these Please tell the President that I consider his proposal to license the press under NRA is in direct violation of the Bill of Rights; that it is an abridgement of the freedom of the press guaranteed by the Constitution, and that I will fight his proposal with every means at my command, even if it means taking it to the Supreme Court of the United States and even if it costs me every nickel I possess.
45
As the aide started to read Hearst's message to one of the President's aides, Roosevelt, or Frank as he was called by the staff member came on the line and responded personally to Hearst's assistant "My proposal is a regulatory measure and in no sense will it abridge the freedom of the press. It is similar, in a sense, to the fire department rules. When you violate the fire department regulations, the Chief steps in and compels you to conform, does he not?"
46
The aide then responded "Yes, Mr. President, but he does not stop the presses" 47 .
Once the NRA was declared unconstitutional, Hearst rejoiced and wrote an editorial on the importance of the freedom of the press is key to protection against a dictatorial form of government. Privately it was a warning shot from Hearst and worsened the relationship between the two men. Both sides seemed to have relented at this point, Hearst let the matter go, and Roosevelt did not pursue a recovery, subsidy, or nationalizing plan for journalists or reporters. As Roosevelt's New Deal plans began to be more and more extreme and in Hearst's view, anti-business, from this point on Hearst began to fall, as Roosevelt rose. Hearst's last hurrah so to speak would be in the defeat of the World Court in 1935.
In 1934 Hearst demonstrated a surprising deal of arrogance with regards to both his influence and political power. In that year President Roosevelt signed into law the throw the forty-six men who are reported to have incomes in excess of $1,000,000 a year to the wolves… Further it may be necessary to see to it vast estates bequeathed to one person are limited in size. 48 Hearst's arrogance was that he believed that Roosevelt and his followers specifically were targeting him with these tax increases. Given the state of Hearst's conglomerate, profit margins were thin, but a tax rate increase threatened his holdings more than anything else. It was from this point on that Hearst began to attack Roosevelt in his newspapers, as best he could given Roosevelt's popularity, and his own patriotic Roosevelt's foreign policy during this time was diverging from Hearst's isolationism.
Whatever influences Hearst once had diminished with the passing years. Nowhere is this more evident than in fight over whether or not the United States should join the World Court, which was just after the apex of his political power. One which Hearst needed a coalition of political power to beat. In August 1935, Roosevelt had intercepted a Hearst internal memo, which called for all papers to call the New Deal, the Raw Deal instead.
Roosevelt had finally had enough and struck back at the aging Hearst during a White
House press briefing, Roosevelt was for the first time directly retaliating against Hearst, something that would have been a career ending move in the 20s was now easy to accomplish 49 . Hearst and Roosevelt would never work together in any form, and soon after Hearst began to fall.
The Fall of Hearst: The Rise of Roosevelt
The rift grew ever wider between the two men, 
Conclusion
The 19th and 20th centuries saw massive changes to way human society functions. The advent of quick communication, allowed the delivery of ideologies, advertisements, and messages of all types to be received in less than a few days time. The power of politicians to move masses was no longer just the people who were at the speech, but all those that would read it in a newspaper, or listen to it on a radio, or watch it on a television. Media conglomerates have a rare power in the 20th century, while politicians, generals and leaders of nations compete for airtime, it is the media conglomerate that can decide which message will be heard by millions and which ones will be relegated to ignominy.
William Randolph Hearst knew this, and used his corporation to the best of his ability to forge the world to his preference. With his strict editorial controls and high readership across the country, he could whisper in the ear of millions. He could decide elections, suade domestic and foreign policy, even decide who was President of the United States. He relished this power, and felt it his purpose to warn the populace of the dangers of the world, wherever they may be: communism, fascism, Germany, France, Hearst was the first to truly manage a multi-national media corporation, and was defining the role of media in an increasingly globalized world, but it was one he was unable to fully adapt to in his life. Eventually readership dropped due to people tiring of his moral crusades. Combined with the factors of the Great Depression, Hearst's blasé tendency to spend money, increasing antagonism among politicians and academia, and a declining leadership, led to Hearst's conglomerate being millions of dollars in debt. 
